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culries would be the same. Thus, if the implements
{sdmagrf} producing a Jar be of the nature of producing
a cloth, then that samagrJ would be productive of the
class of cloth, and so on72.

If this be the fact, then it may be asked: Why is
there one class of product, namely, fire from so many
causes, namely, grass, arani and jewel? We cannot
believe in the existence of a category called fakti
belonging to the glass, arani, and jewel due to
which alone there may be assumed only one kind
of effect called fire; for, in that case, we cannot
infer the existence of a particular cause from the
knowledge of an effect anywhere. Another difficulty
in holding the theory of fakti would lead us to
assume that a particular effect would be produced from
any kind of cause, only if that cause were to possess
that class of fakti.7S It may be said here by the opponent
that the above mentioned difficulty can be overcome
by assuming the existence of a fakti favourable to
produce one kind of effect in causes of different class
where it is found that even in the absence of the required
cause an effect of one particular class is produced from a
different cause and not in any other place. But this
is not possible, hold the Naiyayikas. It is asked here:

whether such a fakti is assumed to belong to the nimitta
or to the adrstcK By the former we understand that
the presence of which alone denotes the presence of
another thing; but such a nimitta is not found here.
The grass, the arani and the jewel, which are found here,
are not nimittas\ for, in their absence, we do not find
the absence of the effect. Nor can we depend upon
the method of agreement {anvaya} alone to believe in
the existence of fakti', for, in that case, an ass, or similar
other things, may also possess such a fakti and be the
cause of fire. Hence, the existence of fakti should be
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